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Protection has seized more than 7,700 
pounds of fentanyl and more than 
120,000 pounds of methamphetamine. 
Add the other drugs—cocaine, heroin, 
and other dangerous drugs—that have 
been seized, you have 440,000 pounds of 
drugs that came into our country in 
only 8 months, and that is just the 
drugs we were able to locate and con-
fiscate. 

These criminal groups also profit off 
the backs of migrants. Again, to them, 
a migrant is not a human being. It is a 
commodity; it is a moneymaker, a way 
to wring a dollar out of somebody 
else’s misery. 

And a couple of weeks ago, we re-
ceived a tragic reminder of how ruth-
less these criminals are. Smugglers 
abandoned a tractor-trailer packed 
with migrants in San Antonio, my 
hometown, leaving the truck to bake 
in the Texas heat. Fifty-three migrants 
died in what has been described as the 
deadliest human smuggling incident in 
U.S. history. It is a devastating re-
minder that this isn’t about politics. 
Lives are actually on the line. 

President Biden has talked about the 
need to treat immigrants humanely. I 
agree. This isn’t about treating them 
inhumanely, but 53 migrants dying in 
the back of a tractor-trailer rig in 100- 
degree Texas temperature is not hu-
mane either. 

Migrants are dying. Drugs are pour-
ing into our country. And all the while, 
these criminal organizations are get-
ting richer and richer. 

I don’t know how President Biden 
and Vice President HARRIS look in the 
mirror knowing that this is happening 
on their watch. I do know that Presi-
dent Biden and Vice President HARRIS 
have not been down to the border and 
talked to the same experts that I have 
learned from over the years. I think 
they would learn a lot. I would wel-
come them if they decided to come. 

Instead, the President has sent a sig-
nal to the cartels and human smug-
glers that they can continue to abuse, 
rape, and get rich off of vulnerable mi-
grants. We have even seen some in the 
administration villainize the dedicated 
law enforcement officers who are try-
ing to keep our communities and our 
countries safe. And despite the record-
breaking levels of migration, we know 
the President still refuses to visit the 
border. 

He is in the Middle East. He is vis-
iting Muhammad bin Salman and other 
officials in Israel and elsewhere, but he 
won’t go to the border where this crisis 
is happening, in large part because of 
his failed policies. 

As I have said, throughout my time 
in the Senate, I have learned a lot from 
these dedicated leaders in border com-
munities who deal with this crisis first-
hand. Their input has been invaluable 
to my work in the Senate. And I look 
forward to seeing some of these folks 
later this week and introducing them 
to a number of our Senate colleagues. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from North Carolina. 

Mr. TILLIS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that I be allowed to 
speak for up to 5 minutes prior to the 
scheduled votes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Hearing none, without objection. 
SOCIAL MEDIA 

Mr. TILLIS. Mr. President, I will be 
brief. But I do want to talk about a se-
rious subject. You know, 30 years ago, 
we wouldn’t have been talking about 
email or social media or other things 
that we now rely on to receive commu-
nications, to be informed on political 
choices, and to potentially even sup-
port candidates that we want to sup-
port. But the reality is, today, we all 
have two or three email accounts, 
probably most of them based on Gmail. 
We have got access to Twitter, 
Instagram, Facebook—a number of so-
cial media platforms. And I have a con-
cern that maybe it is not a level play-
ing field for political views. 

We have always had that argument, 
but recently NC State issued a report 
that seems to find that—particularly 
with Gmail—we have an imbalance be-
tween how information is dissemi-
nated, how candidates are able to reach 
out for support. What the study found 
is a potential political bias against Re-
publicans in favor of Democratic can-
didates. 

Now, I am a technology person, and I 
think my staff called me a bit of a 
nerd. I have been in technology for al-
most 40 years. I am not willing to jump 
to the conclusion that Google has nec-
essarily created a strategy for benefit-
ting Democrats over Republicans, but a 
study seems to suggest that there are 
legitimate questions that need to be 
answered. 

I, for one, don’t think any platform 
should favor either policy. I think 
more speech, more access is better; 
more informed voters, more people par-
ticipating in elections. But the study 
seems to suggest that there is a bias in 
the way that we receive our informa-
tion through Gmail. 

I joined a letter with Senator DAINES 
to say: Take a look at that report, take 
a look at your operations, and give us 
your response to the assertions in the 
report. 

I know that this is very important 
for the future of elections, for the fu-
ture of participation in elections. And, 
again, I don’t want a platform that bi-
ases itself toward conservatives any 
more than I want one that biases itself 
towards liberals. But I did have an op-
portunity to talk with technologists at 
Google, who dismissed the report. But 
that is not enough. The report has find-
ings. And I think—in this case Google, 
but there are other platforms we can 
ask the same question. 

Incidentally, Twitter 2 months ago 
informed me that I was not who I said 
I was, so they suspended my account. I 
tried to go through an appeal process 
and finally just decided I don’t need 
that Twitter account. I am wondering 
if that was a result of an algorithm or 

the result of somebody in Twitter who 
didn’t like what I had to say about my 
mother and my wife and my kids on 
my Twitter account because I happen 
to have an official account that, for 
some reason, it is OK. 

We have got to get this straightened 
up, and Google can help us start by 
taking a look at the findings in this re-
port and providing us hard answers for 
it and identifying others who may ac-
tually be responsible for the outcomes 
that we are, at this point, assuming are 
the responsibility of Google. 

I think it is very important for us to 
go through the report, give us the in-
formation we need because we may find 
out that Google is, in fact, not respon-
sible for what some of my colleagues 
believe is the vast majority of appeals 
from conservatives going into their 
spam filter and never being reached. 
There may be other reasons. We al-
ready know that Russia, China, other 
state actors influence public opinion in 
the United States through their views 
and exploitation of social platforms. 

So the reason I come to the floor 
today is to basically reassert what I 
did in the letter to Google. Do the 
homework. Prove to us that there are 
no operations or conscious decisions 
made by the management or individ-
uals in the organization to actually 
bias towards one ideology or the other. 
I need that information so that we can 
figure out how we can have more 
speech and more engagement in the po-
litical process. 

But I will say this: If there is any so-
cial media platform that has an em-
ployee or an organization that is bi-
ased, those folks should no longer be 
working for those platforms. And if I 
find any evidence to that effect, I will 
be pursuing it aggressively. But I come 
to the floor to encourage Google to do 
the homework, know that I will be ob-
jective. And I would like to get a re-
sponse soon. 

VOTE ON BARR NOMINATION 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 

the previous order, all postcloture time 
is expired. 

The question is, Will the Senate ad-
vise and consent to the Barr nomina-
tion? 

Mr. TESTER. I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk called the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from Connecticut (Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL), the Senator from 
Vermont (Mr. LEAHY), the Senator 
from New Mexico (Mr. LUJÁN), the Sen-
ator from Vermont (Mr. SANDERS) and 
the Senator from New York (Mr. SCHU-
MER) are necessarily absent. 

Mr. THUNE. The following Senator is 
necessarily absent: the Senator from 
Kansas (Mr. MORAN). 

The result was announced—yeas 66, 
nays 28, as follows: 
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